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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: The RCE filed 1 1/02/06. 

2. The rejection of Claims 1-2 and 12-28 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weinberg et al (US-6,360,332 03/19/02) have been withdrawn as necessitated by Amendment. 

3. The rejection of Claims 3-11 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weinberg et al (US-6,360,332 03/19/02) in view of W3C's, "HTML 4.0 Specification," 04/24/98, 
http://www.w3.org/TR/1998/REC-html40-19980424/, pp. 1-27 (Hereafter W3C) have been 
withdrawn as necessitated by Amendment. 

4. Claims 1-28 are pending in the case. Claims 1, 12, and 18 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1-11 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1-11 are directed toward a software application which itself 
is not considered statutory. The software application of the claims must be embodied on an 
appropriate computer readable medium. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over DaCosta et al 

(US-6,826,553 1 1/30/04) in view of Weinberg et al (US-6,360,332 03/19/02). 

-In regard to substantially similar independent claims 1 and 12, DaCosta teaches an 
application for enabling automated notification of applied structural changes to electronic 
information pages on a network comprising: 

an interface for enabling users to build and modify network navigation and interaction 
templates using functional logic blocks for automatically navigating to and interacting with 
interactive electronic information pages on the network (column 2, lines 1 1-30; column 5, lines 
30-67)(Figs. 1 & 7); 

a navigation interface for integrating the software application to a proxy-navigation 
system for periodic execution of the templates (column 5, lines 19-20: "automatically repeat 
these steps in a scheduled manner"); 

a change notification module for indicating a point in process where a navigation and 
interaction routine has failed and for creating a data file containing parameters associated with 
the failed routine (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 54-65); and 

sending proper notifications of the failed script to the developer upon failure of the script 
(column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 54-65). DaCosta does not specifically teach 
storing the data file in a data repository with a point-of- failure indication and an identifier of the 
associated electronic information page subjected to the navigation. Weinberg teaches storing the 
data file (column 2, lines 39-40; column 6, lines 19-22), wherein the application periodically 
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submits test navigation and interaction routines (column 6, lines 19-22), and upon failure of the 
routine, creates a data file (column 2, lines 39-40; column 3, lines 29-43; column 6, lines 19-22; 
column 17, lines 10-52)(Fig. 5F), the data file comprising a point-of- failure indication within the 
failed routine (Fig. 5F: column 17, lines 17-21), an identifier of the associated electronic page 
(columns 17-18: lines 62-12)(Fig. 5F: "URL: www.mercint.com"), and stores the data file in the 
data repository sending notification of the action to the developer (column 2, lines 39-40; column 
6, lines 1 5-23). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have stored the failed navigation script of DaCosta and for the proper notifications 
of the failed script to have included a point in process of the failure along with the an identifier 
of the associated web page, because Weinberg teaches that by storing the failed navigation script, 
a developer can easily display the results of the navigation and quickly determine the location of 
the failure of the routine (column 3, lines 29-44). This would have made the re-teaching (i.e. 
correcting) of the navigation script easier for the developer (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41). 

-In regard to dependent claims 2, 13, and 19, DaCosta teaches wherein the network could 
be the Internet (column 2, line 13: "Internet") and wherein the electronic information page was a 
web page (column 2, line 13: "web site") on the network. 

-In regard to dependent claim 3, DaCosta teaches wherein the logic blocks include site 
logic blocks, automated site-login blocks, and automated site-registration blocks (column 2, lines 
55-67; column 5, lines 37-43). 
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-In regard to dependent claim 4, DaCosta teaches wherein the software application was 
an Internet based application executing and running on a server (column 18, lines 26-40). 

-In regard to dependent claim 5, DaCosta teaches wherein the application was accessible 
through a network browser (column 2, lines 10-30: "Browser"). 

-In regard to dependent claim 6, DaCosta teaches wherein the templates are test routines 
executed for determining success or failure of the routine (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 
18, lines 54-65). 

-In regard to dependent claim 7, DaCosta teaches wherein the templates are executable 
instruction orders containing logic blocks (column 2, lines 55-67). 

-In regard to dependent claim 8, DaCosta teaches wherein the functional logic blocks are 
modular and self-installable within the templates (column 2, lines 55-67)(Fig. 2: 60, 70, 80, 90). 

-In regard to dependent claim 9, DaCosta teaches wherein the data files are human 
readable and are accessed by developers for the purpose of affecting updating of the navigation 
templates (column 18, lines 54-67). 



Application/Control Number: 09/656,531 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2178 

-In regard to dependent claim 10, DaCosta teaches wherein the developers access the 
application via individual computerized workstations (column 18, lines 34-67)(Fig. 7: "User 
Developer"). 

-In regard to dependent claim 11, DaCosta teaches wherein the error notification and data 
file are performed in the event failure or a client's personalized navigation template (column 6, 
lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 34-67). 

-In regard to dependent claim 14, DaCosta teaches wherein the software application was 
an Internet (column 2, line 13: "Internet") based application executing and running on a server 
(column 18, lines 26-40). 

-In regard to dependent claims 15 and 16, DaCosta teaches wherein a single server 
system hosting both the proxy navigation software and the software application (column 18, lines 
26-40). 

-In regard to dependent claim 17, DaCosta teaches wherein software application and the 
proxy navigation software are integrated as a single application enabling both functions of 
navigation according to navigation templates and notifying and recoding failed instances of 
navigation (column 18, lines 26-67). 
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-In regard to independent claim 18, DaCosta teaches a method for receiving automated 
notification of random structural changes applied to electronic information pages hosted on a 
network comprising: 

-establishing notification of a failed navigation and interaction routine executed for the 
purpose of navigating to and interacting with an electronic information page (column 6, lines 9- 
13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 34-67: "email or pager notification 5 '). 

-creating an instance of the failed routine including parameters associated with the cause 
of failure (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 34-67: "proper notifications"); 

-accessing the notification of the of the failed routine for review purposes (column 6, 
lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 34-67: i.e. developer accesses failed script for re-teaching 
purposes); 

-being able to navigate to the electronic information page identified in the recorded 
instance (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 34-67: i.e. developer accesses failed 
script for re-teaching purposes); 

-accessing source information associated with the electronic information page identified 
in the recorded instance (i.e. re-teaching a new navigation and extraction script by accessing the 
source information). 

-creating new logic according to the source information and according to information 
contained in the recorded instance (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 34-67); 

installing the new logic into existing navigation templates that depend on the updated 
information for successful function column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 34-67; 
column 19, lines 1-15). 
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DaCosta does not specifically teach wherein the instance of the failed navigation routine 
was stored for future review. Weinberg teaches storing the data file (column 2, lines 39-40; 
column 6, lines 19-22), wherein the application periodically submits test navigation and 
interaction routines (column 6, lines 19-22), and upon failure of the routine, creates a data file 
(column 2, lines 39-40; column 3, lines 29-43; column 6, lines 19-22; column 17, lines 10- 
52)(Fig. 5F), the data file comprising a point-of-failure indication within the failed routine (Fig. 
5F: column 17, lines 17-21), an identifier of the associated electronic page (columns 17-18: lines 
62-12)(Fig. 5F: "URL: www.mercint.com"), and stores the data file in the data repository 
sending notification of the action to the developer (column 2, lines 39-40; column 6, lines 15- 
23). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
have stored the instance of the failed navigation script of DaCosta, because Weinberg teaches 
that by storing the failed navigation script, a developer can easily display the results of the 
navigation and quickly determine the location of the failure of the routine (column 3, lines 29- 
44). This would have made the re-teaching (i.e. correcting) of the navigation script easier for the 
developer (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41). 

-In regard to dependent claim 20, DaCosta teaches wherein the navigation routine was 
performed according to a test navigation template (Fig. 2: i.e. according to the navigation and 
extraction scripts) 

-In regard to dependent claim 21, DaCosta teaches wherein the navigation routine was 
performed according to a client navigation template (Fig. 7: "User"). 
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-In regard to dependent claim 22, DaCosta teaches wherein the recorded instance of the 
failed routine was created in the form of a data file and stored in a data repository (column 6, 
lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 54-67). 

-In regard to dependent claim 23, DaCosta teaches wherein the recorded instance of the 
failed navigation routine was accessed by a software developer (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; 
column 18, lines 54-67). 

-In regard to dependent claim 24, DaCosta teaches wherein navigation was performed by 
the developer utilizing an instance of a browser installed on a computerized workstation (column 
2, lines 11-30). 

-In regard to dependent claim 25, DaCosta teaches wherein the new logic was in the form 
of a modular logic block installable to a navigation template (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; 
column 18, lines 54-67). 



-In regard to dependent claim 26, DaCosta teaches wherein the new logic block self- 
installs to a depended navigation template (column 6, lines 9-13 & 35-41; column 18, lines 42- 
67). 
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-In regard to dependent claim 27, DaCosta teaches testing the new logic before the 
implementation (column 19, lines 1-15). 

-In regard to dependent claim 28, DaCosta teaches creating more than one logic block 
within a navigation template and wherein more than one block could fail (column 6, lines 9-13 & 
35-41; column 18, lines 34-67; column 19, lines 1-15). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,12, and 18 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adam L. Basehoar whose telephone number is (571)-272-4121. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 7:00am - 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steve Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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